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2018 IR Assessment Methodology Comments Received: 
 
Dear Mr. Goodwin, 
Please find the attached letter to Ms. Molly Rippke of the Michigan Department of Environmental 
Quality . Our Association, the Michigan Waste and Recycling Association, delivered comments on the 
draft E.coli TMDL document earlier this spring. I believe all comments contained in that letter are 
relevant for the WATER QUALITY AND POLLUTION CONTROL IN MICHIGAN 2018 SECTIONS 303(d), 
305(b),and 314 INTEGRATED REPORT Draft Assessment Methodology. If you have any questions you can 
contact me at sessling@wm.com or you can call me at 269-838-8403. Thank you.  
Regards, 
Steve Essling 
Government & Regulatory Affairs/Compliance Manager 
sessling@wm.com  
 
Waste Management 
1899 North M-43 Highway 
Hastings, Mi 49058 
Cell: 269-838-8403 
Fax: 269-945-4582 
 
 
(see Attachment, following 3 pages) 

mailto:sessling@wm.com
mailto:sessling@wm.com
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2018 IR Final Draft Comments Received: 
 

(via electronic mail 7/26/2019) 
We live in the Flower Creek watershed and I would urge DEGLE to review hydrology report by Dr. 
Hyndman of MSU and water quality study by Dr. Rediske of GVSU as basis to include Flower Creek as an 
impaired water body.  
 
Thanks  
Frederick Kwant 
Sent from my iPhone 
 

(via electronic mail 7/28/2019) 
As a long time resident of Claybanks township and a property owner who's land borders flower Creek I 
have watched the water quality deteriorating due to poor farming practices and runoff from agricultural 
fields. Now with the additional manure from the Flower Creek Swine CAFO 1.5 million gallons per year 
being applied to fields that have run off and tile drainage that go into flower Creek the water Quality will 
only get worse in the future.i am asking that you consider adding flower Creek to the impaired waters 
list in hopes that it will help with the tighter regulations to bring flower Creek back to a stream that can 
support trout and allow human contact with the water with out fears of ecoli. 
Thanks Michael Graham. 
 

(via electronic mail 7/29/2019) 
I urge DEGLE to review hydrology report by Dr. Hyndman of MSU and the water quality study by Dr. 
Rediske of GVSU as basis to include Flower Creek as an impaired water body. 
 
I feel your review is important to Flower Creek & would be appreciated.  Thank you. 
 
Doris Graham 
Montague, MI  49437 
 

(via electronic mail 7/29/2019) 
Mr. Goodwin: This is submitted as public comment re Draft 2018 Integrated Report re water quality. 
May I respectfully request that DEGLE add Flower Creek, located in northern Muskegon and southern 
Oceana Counties to its list of impaired water bodies? 

Basis for this request is contained in two recent scientific reports, which have been attached to this 
email. First is Annis Water Resource Institute report prepared by Dr. Richard Rediske of Grand Valley 
State University. Please refer to details in that report re e. coli levels detected, as well as other 
characteristics including sedimentation and oxygen levels. Second is report re hydrology of Flower Creek 
prepared by Drs. Hyndman and Kendall of Michigan State University. Significant characteristics include 
adjacent wetlands, soil types, high water tables, sediment loads and nutrient loads, etc. Those are all set 
forth in detail. When you take these two reports in context, it is apparent to me that Flower Creek is in 
jeopardy which warrants heightened attention from DEGLE. 
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It is my further understanding that Little Flower Creek, located in northern Muskegon County, has 
similar problems which have also recently been documented by Dr. Rediske of GVSU Anis Water 
Resource Institute, although unfortunately I do not have a copy of that report to forward to you. 
Perhaps you can obtain it directly from Dr. Rediske at his email address, which is: redisker@gvsu.edu 

Thank you for your attention to this, and for your work protecting our shared environment including the 
waters of the sate which are part of the public trust. May I also request an electronic copy of the final 
Draft 2018 Integrated Report? 

Bruce Froelich 

(via electronic mail 7/17/2019) 
Dear Kevin and/or Jason:  

 

In reviewing your latest MDEGLE Water Division 2018 report public release/comment workproduct, and  

specifically Appendix C (Category 5 impaired waters) and D2  [new listings], I am baffled at not  

being able to find any of the following:  

 

1.   Impairments to the Huron River as to one or more PFAS compounds addressing raw water supply 

and fish tissue concentrations  

and perhaps also to water column concentrations.  

 

2.  Impairments to the Rogue River as to one or more PFAS compounds, as to total and partial body 

contact recreation  

 

3. Impairments to Van Etten Lake as to one or more PFAS compounds. as to total and partial body 

contact recreation.  

 

Is it possible that I somehow missed specific contents of the report as to these known problem areas,  

or is there otherwise a specific reason why these known impairments do not appear in either Appendix 

C or D2?  

 

Do the 303d list preparers consider the presence of PFAS foam in watercourses as found on the Rogue 

River and  

at Van Etten Lake to be an impairment to the protected use of total or partial body contact recreation?  

 

Regards,  

 

Alex Sagady, environmental consultant (retired)  

ajs@sagady.com;   

 

mailto:redisker@gvsu.edu
mailto:ajs@sagady.com
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Hello Kevin and Jason 
 
I went through the spreadsheets that you provided to me (of the MI 2018 IR appendices) and compared 
them to the spreadsheet that I have from the 2016 303(d) list (Appendix C).  I also downloaded the PDF 
versions of the 2016 and 2018 appendices from you website and looked up any discrepancies that I 
found between the two spreadsheet versions.   I provide an explanation below that I hope is not too 
confusing.  I can go into more depth and answer questions during our upcoming Skype meeting on July 
12th.  I only found 48 entries that I could not account for between the two cycles which overall is not an 
excessive number compared to the size of the lists.  I will also attach a copy of the Excel Workbook (MI 
2016 Final Apdx C for 2018 Comparison.xlsx) that I created to do the analysis.  I am not sure how helpful 
it will be to you.  However, we can go over it together in more depth during the skype meeting.  The first 
two pages present a more abbreviated version of the overall comparison and what I found.  I converted 
the formulas to values on the first page (Missing Impairments) since some of the formulas are looking 
outside of the workbook for information and may not work once I send it to you.  However, the original 
formulas are on the (2016C_X_Walk) tab if you are interested. I also extracted those first two pages into 
a separate workbook (MI 2016 to 18 Comparison (Brief Version).xlsx) just in case the main workbook 
does not function properly away from my file system.  Please look these materials over and see what 
you think.  We can discuss them further during our meeting.   
 
Jim Ruppel 
EPA Region V 
Water Division 
 
Analysis Explanation: 
My objective was to ensure that all of the waterbodies on the 2016 Appendix C are accounted for on 
either the 2018 Appendix C (i.e. still listed) or on the 2018 Appendix D1 (i.e. delisted). 
Since the Cause ID numbers are no longer used in 2018, and some of the cause descriptions used in 
2018 do not precisely match the cause descriptions used in 2016, I had to create a cause crosswalk for 
the causes that did not match up between the two cycles.  Below is the crosswalk table that I created 
and used in my analysis.  Please give it a look and let me know if anything does not look right to you.  
 
Cause Crosswalk between 2016 and 2018 Cause Descriptions 

Cause On 2016 List Cause on 2018 List 

Total Dissolved Solids TOTAL DISSOLVED SOLIDS (TDS) 

Temperature, water TEMPERATURE 

Solids (Suspended/Bedload) TOTAL SUSPENDED SOLIDS (TSS) 

Polychlorinated biphenyls POLYCHLORINATED BIPHENYLS (PCBS) 

Phosphorus (Total) PHOSPHORUS, TOTAL 

pH, High PH, HIGH 

Petroleum Hydrocarbons PETROLEUM HYDROCARBONS 

PCB in Water Column POLYCHLORINATED BIPHENYLS (PCBS) 

PCB in Fish Tissue PCBS IN FISH TISSUE 

Oxygen, Dissolved DISSOLVED OXYGEN 

Other flow regime alterations FLOW REGIME MODIFICATION 
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Escherichia coli ESCHERICHIA COLI (E. COLI) 

Direct Habitat Alterations HABITAT ALTERATIONS 

DDT 
DDT 
(DICHLORODIPHENYLTRICHLOROETHANE) 

Copper COPPER 

 
After creating a cross walked cause column for the 2016 causes I combined the Waterbody ID, the 
Designated Use Description, and the Cause Description for; 

1) The 2016 Appendix C  
2) The 2018 Appendix C 
3) The 2018 Appendix D1 (delistings) 

 
I then created some formulas to look for matching entries between 1 and 2 (indicating the 2016 listing 
remains in 2018), and 1 and 3 (indicating the 2016 listing has been delisted in 2018). 
 
I was able to account for all but 53 of the listings on the 2016 Appendix C on either the 2018 Appendix C 
or 2018 Appendix D1. 
Five of those missing entries were actually repeated identical entries on the 2016 Appendix C 
spreadsheet. Though it is curious how the same entry ended up on the appendix more than once, they 
do not present a problem as far as missing 2016 303d listings go.  This leaves 48 entries that I could not 
account for between the two cycles.   
 
To ensure that these 48 missing entries were not an artifact of the spreadsheet version of the 2016 
Appendix C that I was working from, I downloaded the PDF version of the 2016 Appendix C from the MI 
WWW Page (https://www.michigan.gov/egle/0,9429,7-135-3313-12711--,00.html) and looked up the 
impairments to ensure that they were on that document as well.  I did find all 48 listings on the currently 
posted 2016 PDF version of Appendix C (wrd-swas-ir2016-appC_541407_7.pdf) downloaded from the MI 
WWW site.  
 
I then downloaded the 2018 PDF version of Appendix C from the same website and looked up the 
missing (unmatched) entries on that PDF document to unsure that they were missing on the PDF 
documents as well as on the spreadsheet version of the 2018 Appendix C that you provided me.  I was 
able to confirm that all of the missing entries from the spreadsheet analysis were also missing from the 
PDF version of the 2018 Appendix C. 
 
I then downloaded the 2018 PDF version of Appendix D1 (delistings) from the same website and looked 
up the missing entries on that PDF document to see if perhaps some 2018 delistings did not show up (or 
match up?) on the 2018 spreadsheet that you provided me, but were if fact on the 2018 PDF version.  I 
also then downloaded the PDF version of Appendix B (both halves) to look up the missing entries and 
see if they could shed some light on what the problem was.  Below is a brief summary of what I found.  
 

https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.michigan.gov%2Fegle%2F0%2C9429%2C7-135-3313-12711--%2C00.html&data=02%7C01%7CGOODWINK%40michigan.gov%7C938d3f75cf77487d541508d7049c4d73%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C1%7C636982943792977887&sdata=%2Fz%2B5kAinG5fA5GCwaxSXQEbzG91zyxpCL7cLtXkKoXc%3D&reserved=0
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EGLE USEPA Response Summary: 
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EGLE Response to 4B support information need in ATTAINS: 
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EGLE Response to 4B support information need in ATTAINS (continued): 
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EGLE Response to 4B support information need in ATTAINS (continued): 
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EGLE Response to 4B support information need in ATTAINS (continued): 
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EGLE Response to 4B support information need in ATTAINS (continued): 
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EGLE Response to 4B support information need in ATTAINS (continued): 

 

 


